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If Members will remember, last year
over 300 House Members voted for
CARA, which would have been a 15-
year $3 billion program. I offered an
amendment with the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY) that was accept-
ed by the majority that would keep
this within the purview of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, and to cre-
ate a trust fund to make sure that
these important programs were funded.
The majority is working with the mi-
nority. We have funded it in the Inte-
rior bill, and we hope it will be also
funded in the State, Justice, and Com-
merce bill.

I agree with the gentlewoman from
New York (Ms. SLAUGHTER) that we
would have hoped that the Committee
on Rules might have helped us on a
couple of these amendments, but I
want to say to my colleagues, we are
going to offer an amendment to in-
crease funding for the cultural institu-
tions, $10 million for the National En-
dowment for the Arts, $3 million for
the National Endowment for the Hu-
manities, and $2 million for museum
services.

We are taking the money out of ad-
ministrative expenses. I am confident
that if the amendment is approved, we
will be able to protect that in con-
ference. So I am enthusiastically sup-
porting this bill. I think we should
move ahead and pass the rule on a
voice vote and get to the bill.

Mr. Speaker, | rise today in support of the
rule providing for consideration of the Fiscal
Year 2002 Appropriations bill for the Depart-
ment of Interior and Related Agencies, despite
a denied request to make two amendments in
order that were proposed yesterday to the
Committee on Rules.

The Minority has been consulted throughout
the process of developing this legislation and
we believe our views are reflected in many as-
pects of the bill. While we do not agree with
every recommendation and continue to work
for improvements in several areas, in balance
we believe that this Interior bill is one which
Members from both parties can support.

The Minority is particularly pleased with the
recommendation for funding of the new Con-
servation Trust Fund created last year. By in-
cluding the full $1,320 million authorized for
conservation, Congress has kept faith with last
year's commitment to significantly expand
funding for land acquisition, wildlife protection
and other preservation and conservation pro-
grams. We are also pleased by the Commit-
tee’s inclusion of a $120 million increase for
weatherization and State energy programs to
insulate homes, schools and hospitals. These
funds are critical to low income families.

We applaud the Committee’s decision to re-
store many of the unwise cuts proposed by
the President in a number of critical areas.
This includes approximately $300 million to
the Energy Conservation and Fossil Energy
research accounts. These funds can signifi-
cantly ameliorate the energy crisis identified in
the President's National Energy Policy. It
made no sense to cut these programs when
current gasoline prices and electricity prob-
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lems remind us daily of the need for energy
conservation and alternative energy programs.

Although the Committee did not make in
order the amendment proposed yesterday,
Congresswoman SLAUGHTER and | plan to
offer a new amendment today to increase
funding for our cultural agencies. The amend-
ment would provide $10 million for the Na-
tional Endowment for the Arts, $3 million for
the National Endowment for the Humanities,
and $2 million for the Institute for Museum and
Library Services offset by small reductions in
administrative costs at the Department of the
Interior and the Department of Agriculture. We
had originally planned to offset these amounts
through a deferral of excess clean coal funds
as we did last year. Unfortunately the Rules
Committee did not waive the rule to allow this.
Instead this amendment makes a very small
reduction of less than .3 percent in administra-
tive costs.

Mr. Speaker, | support the rule protecting
the bill as reported. It is a clean bill which | in-
tend to support.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I
have no further requests for time, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time, and I move the previous ques-
tion on the resolution.

The previous question was ordered.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks on
H.R. 2217, and that I may include tab-
ular and extraneous material.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAHOOD). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from New Mex-
ico?

There was no objection.

———

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
AND RELATED AGENCIES APPRO-
PRIATIONS ACT, 2002

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 174 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 2217.

The Chair designates the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE) as chair-
man of the Committee of the Whole,
and requests the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. ISAKSON) to assume the chair
temporarily.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2217)
making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of the Interior and related agen-
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cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2002, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the bill is considered as
having been read the first time.

Under the rule, the gentleman from
New Mexico (Mr. SKEEN) and the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. DICKS)
each will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Mexico (Mr. SKEEN).

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, the Interior bill that
was reported out of the committee pro-
vides a total of $18.9 billion, $86 million
above fiscal year 2001. The increase is
less than one-half of 1 percent above
2001.

I want to say a few things about this
bill. This is a good, bipartisan bill. The
committee members worked to put to-
gether a good bill for this Congress,
and this is a good bill for our States
and counties and our programs, with
money that will help States, counties,
and cities to solve their problems.

This is a good bill for our parks. The
bill fulfills President Bush’s commit-
ment to our parks, and continues ef-
forts of my good friend and former
chairman of the committee, the gen-
tleman from Ohio, Mr. Regula, to the

parks.
This is a good bill for wildlife stock
and endangered species. There is

money for President Bush’s landowner
incentive program, there is money for
critters in this bill. This is a good bill
for Indian schools and Indian medical
facilities. New hospitals, new clinics,
and new schools are funded in this bill.
This is a good bill for weatherization
programs across the Nation.

Mr. Chairman, this is a good and re-
sponsible bill in responding to our Na-
tion’s wildfire needs. This is a great
bill for those who want to save and
bring back the Everglades. This is a
good bill for needed energy research.

This bill is also a good bill for those
who want to limit the riders on appro-
priation bills, and this is a good bill for
Members who want to pass a non-
controversial bill. Yes, this is basically
an Interior bill free from the normal
controversies.

I just want to add a few more things.
This bill is $791 million above the
President’s request, but only $86 mil-
lion above this year’s budget. This in-
crease is easy to explain. We have put
back $164 million for critical wildfire
needs. We put back $87 million in cuts
for the U.S. Geological Survey. We put
back $15 million for the payment in
lieu of taxes, known as PILT, the PILT
program that goes to our counties. We
have put back $294 million to restore
energy research programs requested by
over 200 Members in the House.

We put in $64 million in the conserva-
tion category to fulfill the promises we
made in last year’s appropriation bill.



June 21, 2001

We put in a $560 million increase for In-
dian hospitals and clinics, and con-
struction and maintenance needs.

I want to take a minute to express
my sincere and lasting thanks to the
ranking member of the full committee,
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
OBEY), for his help on this bill, and the
help of the ranking subcommittee
member, my good friend, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. DICKS).
They have all worked with me boldly
and in the spirit of bipartisan coopera-
tion.
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I thank their staff also, especially
Mike Stephens and Leslie Turner, who
spent countless hours with the major-
ity’s staff working out problems.

I thank, Mr. Chairman, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. YOUNG), for
his support in the first year of my
chairmanship of this committee.

I also want to thank the majority
staff, who have stepped up to help me
during this transition period as a new
chairman. Deborah Weatherly, Loretta
Beaumont, Joel Kaplan, Chris Topik,
Casey Stealer, and Andria Oliver have
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all chipped in to help me through this
first year. Also to Jim Hughes, from
my personal staff, a special thanks.
Their knowledge and ability to work
with both sides of the aisle and their
professionalism is a credit to the House
of Representatives.

Mr. Chairman, I include for the
RECORD a table detailing the various
accounts in the bill.

The table referred to is as follows:
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2002 (H.R. 2217)
(Amounts in thousands)

FY 2001 FY 2002 Bill vs. Bill vs.
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request
TITLE | - DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Land Management
Management of lands and resources 733,116 734,312 739,711 +6,595 +5,399
Emergency appropriation 17,134 -17,134 .
Conservation 26,000 29,000 +29,000 +3,000
Total, Management of lands and resources 750,250 760,312 768,711 +18,461 +8,399
Wildland fire management:
Preparedne: 314,712 280,807 280,807 -33,905
Fire suppression operation 109,865 161,424 161,424 +51,559
Other op n: 9,978 216,190 258,575 +248,597
Contingent emergency appropriation: 542,544 -542,544
Total, Wildland fire management 977,099 658,421 700,806 -276,293
entral h dous fund 9,978 9,978 9,978
Construction 16,823 10,976 11,076 -5,747
Payments in lieu of taxes 199,560 150,000 150,000 -49,560
Conservatior 50,000 +50,000
Total, Payments in lieu of taxes 199,560 150,000 200,000 +440
Land acquisition 56,545 -56,545
Conservation. 47,686 47,686 +47,686
Oregon and California grant lands. 104,038 105,165 105,165 +1,127
Range improvements (indefinite) 10,000 10,000 10,000
Service charges, deposits, and forfeitures (indefinite).... 7,484 8,000 8,000 +516
Miscellaneous trust funds (indefinite) 12,405 11,000 11,000 -1,405
Total, Bureau of Land Management 2,144,182 1,771,538 1,872,422 -271,760 +100,884
Appropriations (1,584,504) (1,697,852) (1,745,736) (+161,232) (+47,884)
Conservation, (73,686) (126,686) (+126,686) (+53,000)
Emergency appropriation: (17,134) (-17,134) .
Contingent emergency appropriations (542,544) (-542,544)
United States Fish and Wildlife Service
Resource management 800,330 779,752 809,852 +9,522 +30,100
Emergency appropriations 6,486 -6,486
Conservation 27,000 30,000 +30,000 +3,000
Total, Resource management 806,816 806,752 839,852 +33,036 +33,100
Construction 62,877 35,849 48,849 -14,028 +13,000
Emergency appropriation: 8,481 -8,481 .
Land acquisition 121,188 -121,188
Conservation 164,401 104,401 +104,401
Landowner incentive program (conservation) 50,000 +50,000
Private stewardship grants program (conservation) 10,000 +10,000
Cooperative endangered species conservation fund 104,694 -104,694
Conservation 54,694 107,000 +107,000
National wildlife refuge fund 11,414 11,414 11,414
Conservation, 5,000 +5,000 +5,000
Total, National wildlife refuge fund 11,414 11,414 16,414 +5,000 +5,000
North American wetlands conservation fund 39,912 -39,912 e
Conservation 14,912 45,000 +45,000 +30,088
Neotropical migratory birds conservation
(conservation) 5,000 +5,000 +5,000
Wildlife conservation and appreciation fund 795 B £ T,
Multinational species conservation fund. 3,243 3,243 4,000 +757 +757
State wildlife grants fund 49,890 -49,890  ...oivciiceeenne,
Conservation. 100,000 +100,000 + 100,000
‘ribal wildlife grants (conservation) 5,000 +5,000 +5,000
Total, United States Fish and Wildlife Servi 1,209,310 1,091,265 1,335,516 +126,206 +244,251
Appropriations (1,194,343) (830,258) (874,115) (-320,228) (+43,857)
Conservation (261,007) (461,401) (+461,401) (+200,394)
Emergency appropriation: (14,967) (-14,967) oo
National Park Service
Operation of the national park system 1,386,190 1,468,499 1,478,336 +92,146
Conservation 2,000 2,000 +2,000
Total, Operation of the national park system 1,386,190 1,470,499 1,480,336 +94,146
United States Park Police 77,876 65,260 65,260 -12,616
National recreation and preservation 59,827 48,039 51,804 -8,023 +3,765
Urban park and recreation fund 29,934 -29,934 ..
Conservation 30,000 +30,000 +30,000
Historic preservation fund 94,239 94,239 i,
Conservation 67,055 77,000 +77,000 +9,945
Construction 295,024 289,802 299,249 +4,225 +9,447
Emergency appropriation 5,288 -5,288 .
Conservation 50,000 50,000 +50,000
Total, Construction 300,312 339,802 349,249 +48,937 +9,447
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR AND RELATED AGENCIES
APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2002 (H.R. 2217)—Continued
(Amounts in thousands)

FY 2001 FY 2002 Bill vs. Bill vs.
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request
Land and water conservation fund (rescission of contract authority)................... -30,000 -30,000 -30,000
Land acquisition and state assistance 215,141 -215,141
Conservation 557,036 261,036 +261,036 ,000
Total, National Park Service (net) 2,133,519 2,517,691 2,284,685 +151,166 -233,006
Appropriations (2,158,231) (1,871,600) (1,894,649) (-263,582) (+23,049)
Rescission (-30,000) (-30,000) (-30,000)
Conservatior (676,091) (420,036) (+420,036) (-256,055)
Emergency appropriations (5,288) (-5,288)  .eoerrerrrrrerennnensaeaens
United States Geological Survey
Surveys, ir igations, and h 880,106 813,376 875,489 -4,617 +62,113
Emergency appropriatiol 2,694 2,694 s
Conservation. 25,000 +25,000 +25,000
Total, United States Geological Survey. 882,800 813,376 900,489 +17,689 +87,113

Minerals Management Service

Royalty and offshore minerals management 240,526 252,098 252,597 +12,071 +499

Use of receipt: -107,410 -102,730 -102,730 44,680  cooreereerersiersnenennennne
Qil spill research 6,105 6,105 6,105

Total, Minerals Management Service 139,221 155,473 155,972 +16,751 +499

Office of Surface Mining Reclamation
and Enforcement

Regulation and technology. 100,580 101,900 102,900 +2,320 +1,000
Receipts from performance bond forfeitures (indefinite)...........cceeecuieveiiisenniennnnns 274 275 275 2 [T,
Subtotal 100,854 102,175 103,175 +2,321 +1,000
Abandoned mine reclamation fund (definite, trust fund) 201,992 166,783 203,554 +1,562 +36,771
Total, Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement ..............c.c.... 302,846 268,958 306,729 +3,883 +37,771
Bureau of Indian Affairs
Operation of Indian programs 1,737,378 1,780,486 1,790,781 +53,403 +10,295
Emergency appropriation: 1,197 -1,197
Construction 356,618 357,132 357,132 +514
Indian land and water claim settiements and miscellaneous payments
to Indians 37,443 60,949 60,949 +23,506
Indian guaranteed loan program account 4,977 4,986 4,986 +9
(Limitation on guaranteed loans) (59,551) (75,000)  eoueerereersnenernnaninnnnes (-59,551) (-75,000)
Total, Bureau of Indian Affairs 2,137,613 2,203,553 2,213,848 +76,235 +10,295

Departmental Offices
Insular Affairs:

tance to Territorie: 47,646 41,730 44,569 -3,077 +2,839
Northern Mariana: 27,720 27,720 27,720
Subtotal, Assistance to Territories 75,366 69,450 72,289 -3,077 +2,839
Compact of Free Association 8,726 8,745 8,745 L3 £ JE R -,
Mandatory payment 12,000 14,500 14,500 $2,500  coeereereeerresseessesnsens
Subtotal, Compact of Free A iation 20,726 23,245 23,245 42,519 e
Total, Insular Affairs 96,092 92,695 95,534 -558 +2,839
Departmental management 64,178 64,177 64,177 1 ————
Office of the Solicil 40,108 42,207 45,000 +4,892 +2,793
Office of Insp General 27,785 30,490 30,490 +2,705
Office of the Special Trustee for American Indian: 82,446 99,224 99,224 +16,778
Emergency appropri ) 27,539 -27,539
Indian land consolidation pilot 8,980 10,980 10,980 +2,000
Natural resource damage ent fund 5,391 5,497 5,497 +106
Total, Departmental Offices 352,519 345,270 350,902 -1,617 +5,632

General Provisions, Department of the Interior

Abandoned mine/acid mine drainage (PA) 12,572 12,572 e
Total, title |, Department of the Interior:

New budget (obligational) authority (net) 9,314,582 9,167,124 9,420,563 +105,981 +253,439
Appropriations (8,733,219) (8,186,340) (8,417,440) (-315,779) (+231,100)
Conservation. (1,010,784) (1,033,123) (+1,033,123) (+22,339)
Rescission (-30,000) (-30,000) (-30,000)

Emergency appropriation (68,819) (-68,819)
Contingent emergency appropriations (542,544) (-542,544)
(Limitation on guaranteed loans) (59,551) (75,000)  .oeuerrrnnnnrnannnannanes (-59,551)

TITLE Il - RELATED AGENCIES
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Forest Service
Forest and rangeland h 229,111 234,979 236,979 +7,868 +2,000
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR AND RELATED AGENCIES
APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2002 (H.R. 2217)—Continued
(Amounts in thousands)

FY 2001 FY 2002 Bill vs. Bill vs.
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request
State and private forestry. 271,854 176,244 173,771 -98,083 -2,473
Cor ior 61,585 104,000 +104,000 +42,415
Contingent emergency appropriations 12,473 -12,473 . .
Emergency appropriation: 11,269 -11,269
Total, State and private forestry. 295,596 237,829 277,771 -17,825 +39,942
National forest system 1,297,832 1,314,191 1,326,445 +28,613 +12,254
Emergency appropriation: 7,233 7,233 e
Wildland fire management:
Preparedne: 611,143 622,618 616,618 +5,475
Fire suppressmn peration: 226,140 321,321 321,321 +95,181
Cther ) 336,410 464,366 +464,366
Conungent emergency appropriations 1,042,975 -1,042,975
Total, Wildland fire management 1,880,258 1,280,349 1,402,305 -477,953 +121,856
Capital improvement and maintenar 517,427 473,230 485,513 -31,914 +12,283
Consetrvatior 50,497 50,000 +50,000 -497
Land acquisition 150,872 -150,872 .
Conservation. 130,877 130,877 +130,877
Acquisition of lands for national forests, special acts 1,067 1,069 1,069 +2
Acquisition of lands to complete land exchanges (indefinite) . . 233 234 234 +1
Range betterment fund (indefinite) 3,293 3,290 3,290 -3
Gifts, donations and bequests for forest and rangeland research....................... 92 92 92
Management of national foresl lands for st ce uses 5,488 5,488 5,488
Southeast Alaska economic di fund 4,989 4,989 ..o
Reduction for non-conservation funding -2,000 -2,000 2,000 .,
Conservation (Youth Conservation Corps) 2,000 2,000 +2,000 i
Total, Forest Service 4,393,491 3,732,125 3,920,063 -473,428 +187,938
Appropriations (3,319,541) (3,487,166) (3,633,186) (+313,645) (+146,020)
Conservation (244,959) (286,877) (+286,877) (+41,918)
Emergency appropriatior (18,502) (-18,502) .
Contingent emergency appropriations (1,055,448) (-1,055,448)
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
Clean coal technology:
Deferral -67,000 +67,000
Fossil energy research and development 432,464 449,000 579,000 +146,536
Strategic petroleum account (by transfer) (12,000} (-12,000)
Clean coal technology (by transfer) (95,000) (-95,000)
Alternative fuels production (i ) -1,000 22,000 o +1,000
Naval petroleum and oil shale reserves 1,596 17,371 17,371 +15,775
Elk Hills School lands fund 36,000 36,000  .ocircrnnninnnennne -36,000
(By transfer) (36,000) (+36,000) (+386,000)
Energy conservation 813,442 755,805 940,805 +127,363 +185,000
Biomass energy development (by transfer) (2,000) (-2,000) o
Economic regulation 1,996 1,996 1,996
Strategic petroleum reserve 160,637 169,009 179,009 +18,372 +10,000
(By transfer) (4,000) (+4,000)  ooiciernescsinsnrsniines
Energy Information Admini ion 75,509 75,499 78,499 +2,990 +3,000
Total, Department of Energy:
New budget (obligational) authority (net) 1,453,644 1,502,680 1,796,680 +343,036 +294,000
Appropriations (1,485,644) (1,468,680) (1,796,680) (+311,036)
Advance appropriations (36,000) (-36,000)
Rescission: (-1,000) (+1,000)
Deferral (-67,000) (+67,000)
(By transfer) (113,000)  ecverrrrrererenrrenenenenes (36,000) (-77,000)
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES
Indian Health Service
Indian health service: 2,265,663 2,387,014 2,390,014 +124,351 +3,000
Indian health facilities 363,108 319,795 369,795 +6,692 +50,000
Total, Indian Health Service 2,628,766 2,706,809 2,759,809 +131,043 +53,000
OTHER RELATED AGENCIES
Office of Navajo and Hopi Indian Relocation
Salaries and expenses 14,967 15,148 15,148 F181 s
Institute of American Indian and Alaska
Native Culture and Arts Development
Payment to the Institute. 4,116 4,490 4,490 4374 s
Smithsonian Institution
Salaries and expenses 386,902 396,200 396,200 +9,298
Repair, restoration and all ion of facilities. 57,473 67,900 67,900 +10,427
Construction 9,479 30,000 30,000 +20,521

Total, Smithsonian Institution 453,854 494,100 494,100 +40,246
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APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2002 (H.R. 2217)—Continued
(Amounts in thousands)

11385

FY 2001 FY 2002 Bill vs. Bill vs.
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request
National Gallery of Art
Salaries and expenses 64,638 66,229 68,967 +4,329 +2,738
Repair, restoration and renovation of building 10,847 14,220 14,220 +3,373 e,
Total, National Gallery of Art 75,485 80,449 83,187 +7,702 +2,738
John F. Kennedy Center for the Performing Arts
Operations and maintenar 13,969 15,000 15,000 +1,031
Construction 19,956 19,000 19,000 -956
Total, John F. Kennedy Center for the Performing Arts.......cocoeveeeuncenccnnenee 33,925 34,000 34,000 FT5 s,
Woodrow Wilson International Center for Scholars
Salaries and expenses 12,283 7,796 7,796 B - 7 O
National Foundation on the Arts and the Humanities
National Endowment for the Arts
Grants and admini: ion 97,785 98,234 98,234 +449
National Endowment for the Humanities
Grants and admini ion 104,373 104,882 104,882 +509
Matching grants. 15,621 15,622 15,622 +1
Total, National Endowment for the Humanities 119,994 120,504 120,504 510 e
Institute of Museum and Library Services/
Office of Museum Services
Grants and admini: ion 24,852 24,899 24,899 47 s
Challenge America Arts Fund
Challenge America grants 6,985 6,985 7,000 +15 +15
Total, National Foundation on the Arts and the Humanities .........ccccceeveennes 249,616 250,622 250,637 +1,021 +15
Commission of Fine Arts
Salaries and expenses 1,076 1,274 1,274 F+198 ersiiecncsenenenes
National Capital Arts and Cultural Affairs
Grants 6,985 7,000 7,000 +15
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
Salaries and expenses 3,182 3,310 3,400 +218 +90
National Capital Planning Commission
Salaries and expenses 6,486 7,253 7,253 +767
United States Holocaust Memorial Council
Holocaust Memorial Museum 34,363 36,028 36,028 +1,665 s
Presidio Trust
Presidio trust fund 38,327 22,427 22,427 -10,900
Total, title I, related agencies:

New budget (obligational) authority (net) 9,405,566 8,905,511 9,443,292 +37,726 +537,781
Appropriations (8,363,616) (8,626,552) (9,156,415) (+792,799) (+529,863)
Conservatior (244,959) (286,877) (+286,877) (+41,918)
Advance appropriations (36,000) (36,000) . (-36,000) (-36,000)
Emergency appropriation: (18,502) (-18,502)
Contingent emergency appropriations (1,055,448) (-1,055,448)
Rescission: (-1,000) (-2,000)  ceorereerrernsinnienns (+1,000) (+2,000)
Deferral (-67,000) (+67,000)  .cerenrrrrrnneennennn

(By transfer) [RREXololo) E (36,000) (-77,000) (+36,000)

TITLE VIl
United Mine Workers of America combined benefits fund.. 57,872 57,872 et
Grand total:

New budget (obligational) authority (net) 18,778,020 18,072,635 18,863,855 +85,835 +791,220
Appropriations (17,154,707) (16,812,892) (17,573,855) (+419,148) (+760,963)
Conservation (1,255,743) (1,320,000) (+1,320,000) (+64,257)
Advance appropriations (36,000) (36,000)  .cvvvrrrrerrneiriennenene (-36,000) (-36,000)
Emergency appropriation: (87,321) (-87,321
Contingent emergency appropriations (1,597,992) (-1,597,992)
Rescissi (-31,000) (-32,000) (-30,000) (+1,000) (+2,000)
Deferral (-67,000) (+67,000)  covevmrermreniinensnresersssenes

(By transfer) [RRTCXeTo's) O (36,000) (-77,000) (+36,000)

(Limitation on guaranteed loans) (69,551) (75,000)  ecovururrinsninsnrnrnnsenaenns (-59,551 (-75,000)

TITLE | - DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Land Management 2,144,182 1,771,538 1,872,422 -271,760 +100,884
United States Fish and Wildlife Service. 1,209,310 1,091,265 1,335,516 +126,206 +244,251
National Park Service. 2,133,519 2,517,691 2,284,685 +151,166 -233,006
United States Geological Survey. 882,800 813,376 900,489 +17,689 +87,113
Minerals Management Service 139,221 155,473 155,972 +16,751 +499
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement ..........ocvuvninemninisenennes 302,846 268,958 306,729 +3,883 +37,771
Bureau of Indian Affairs. 2,137,613 2,203,553 2,213,848 +76,235 +10,295
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR AND RELATED AGENCIES
APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2002 (H.R. 2217)—Continued
(Amounts in thousands)

FY 2001 FY 2002 Bill vs. Bill vs.

Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request
Departmental Offices 352,519 345,270 350,902 -1,617 +5,632
General Provision: 12,572 -12,572 .-

Total, Title | - Department of the Interior. 9,314,582 9,167,124 9,420,563 +105,981 +253,439

TITLE Il - RELATED AGENCIES

Forest Service 4,393,491 3,732,125 3,920,063 -473,428 +187,938
Department of Energy 1,453,644 1,502,680 1,796,680 +343,036 +294,000
Indian Health Service. 2,628,766 2,706,809 2,759,809 +131,043 +53,000
Office of Navajo and Hopi Indian Relocation 14,967 15,148 15,148 +181 .. .
Institute of American Indian and Alaska Native Culture and Arts Development... 4,116 4,490 4,490 +374
Smithsonian Institution. 453,854 494,100 494,100 +40,246
National Gallery of Art 75,485 80,449 83,187 +7,702
John F. Kennedy Center for the Performing Arts 33,925 34,000 34,000 +75
Woodrow Wilson International Center for Scholars 12,283 7,796 7,796 -4,487
National Endowment for the Arts 97,785 98,234 98,234 +449
National Endowment for the Humanities 119,994 120,504 120,504 +510
Institute of Museum and Library Services 24,852 24,899 24,899 +47
Challenge America Arts Fund 6,985 6,985 7,000 +15
Commission of Fine Arts 1,076 1,274 1,274 +198
National Capital Arts and Cultural Affairs 6,985 7,000 7,000 +15
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 3,182 3,310 3,400 +218
National Capital Planning Commission 6,486 7,253 7,253 +767
Holocaust Memorial Council 34,363 36,028 36,028 +1,665
Presidio Trust 33,327 22,427 22,427 -10,900
Total, Title Il - Related Agencies 9,405,566 8,905,511 9,443,292 +37,726 +537,781
TITLE VIl
United Mine Workers of America combined benefits fund........cccceecevevenreninnnanns 57,872 -57,872

Grand total 18,778,020 18,072,635 18,863,855 +85,835 +791,220
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Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, first of all, I want to
congratulate our new chairman, the
gentleman from New Mexico (Mr.
SKEEN), on his first bill. He has done an
outstanding job. As he has suggested,
there has been real collaboration be-
tween the majority and minority, both
the Members and the staff.

I want to applaud the staff members
of the Committee, both the majority
and minority, particularly Debbie
Weatherly and Mike Stephens and Les-
ley Turner on my staff. They have
worked very hard on this bill, and I
think it is an extraordinary bill.

I rise in support of the FY 02 Interior
appropriations act. I congratulate
again the staff for producing a bill that
I think we all can support. The sub-
committee bill represents a significant
improvement over the President’s
budget request. Most of the cuts have
been restored, and a few very impor-
tant programs received small in-
creases.

I want to also compliment our major-
ity on the cooperative way the bill was
crafted. The minority, as I suggested,
was consulted extensively, and the ma-
jority went to great lengths to see that
most of our concerns were addressed
throughout the process.

The most important thing to me in
this bill, and to many of my colleagues,
is the commitment to the Conservation
Trust Fund which was negotiated last
year. Under the agreement, conserva-
tion spending was nearly doubled in fis-
cal year 2001 and would gradually in-
crease to fiscal year 2006. This year
contains the full $1.32 billion called for
under the agreement, but is not a new
entitlement. This funding structure en-
ables the committee to prioritize spe-
cific conservation programs, such as
land acquisition, endangered species
recovery, historic preservation, as well
as provide grants to States for con-
servation activities and urban recre-
ation.

This agreement was a careful com-
promise last year during the final ne-
gotiation on this bill when it became
apparent that the CARA legislation,
which created mandatory spending,
was not going to pass the Congress.
The conservation spending category is
a victory for the country.

I am extremely pleased that this bill
fully honors our commitment on a bi-
partisan basis. While I plan to support
the bill today, I do plan to support an
amendment that would increase fund-
ing to both the National Endowment
for the Arts and the National Endow-
ment for the Humanities, and would
also give a small increase of funding
for the Institute for Museum and Li-
brary Services.

The chairman should be commended
for his efforts to restore nearly all the
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cuts to energy research and conserva-
tion programs that were proposed by
the President. These cuts were unwise,
especially given the current energy sit-
uation we are facing out West. My
State of Washington has seen the im-
pacts of this energy crisis firsthand,
and many more States are next.

If the President is as concerned as his
public statements suggest, he would
welcome this committee’s increase in
these critical areas.

Aside from some specific program
levels, this is a very good bill. The
total in the chairman’s mark is $18.941
million. This is $814 million over the
President’s request, and essentially the
same level as 2001.
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After adjusting for one-time fire
money in 2001, however, the bill pro-
vides an increase over the current year
of $803 million or 5 percent. This is on
top of a 15 percent increase last year
for nonfire programs.

There is a $60 million increase for
Stateside Land and Water Conserva-
tion Fund grants as well as $60 million
included for the President’s two new
private landowner incentive programs,
taking that up to about $150 million.
This is one of the President’s impor-
tant programs.

We also funded two new private land-
owner incentive programs proposed by
the administration.

Both of the President’s two highest
priorities in the Department of Energy,
the weatherization program, an in-
crease of $120 million, and the Clean
Coal Initiative, an increase of $150 mil-
lion, were provided. This bill also
rightly continues the National Park’s
Services’ Save America’s Treasures
program. This program, started by
Mrs. CLINTON during the last adminis-
tration, has been a success, and has
helped restore many historic struc-
tures.

I am also pleased that the bill does
not contain any objectionable riders
like the ones that have threatened the
bill in past years.

Again, I compliment the gentleman
from New Mexico (Mr. SKEEN) on his
first Interior bill. It is a pleasure to
work with him and his staff, and I look
forward to passing this bill today
which I think we can all support.

Mr. Chairman, I see that the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. YOUNG), the
chairman of the Committee on Appro-
priations, is here, and the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY); and I want
to thank them for their help in helping
us move this bill forward.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. YOUNG), the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I want to take a couple of min-
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utes, and I do not want to delay the
consideration of this bill, but I want to
advise the Members of the good work
that was done by the gentleman from
New Mexico (Mr. SKEEN), the chairman
of the subcommittee.

This was a new assignment for the
gentleman because of our term limit
situation in the House. He did a really
outstanding job, and he had a great
partner in the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. DICKS), the ranking mem-
ber of the subcommittee. They worked
closely together. They shared informa-
tion all of the way through the process.

The gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
OBEY) can speak for himself, but I
think we were both pleased when we
attended the subcommittee markup
and saw what a good bipartisan bill
this was.

Mr. Chairman, I urge the Members to
help us expedite the consideration of
this bill today. It is a good bill. There
will be some debate and discussion on a
few issues that might stir up some con-
troversy but, all in all, it is a good bill.
It is a very good bipartisan bill, and
the gentleman from New Mexico and
the gentleman from Washington are to
be congratulated for the work that
they have done.

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY).

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, I still am
experiencing some laryngitis, but I
want to take a moment to comment on
this bill.

It is certainly not a perfect bill. And
I believe it needs more funding for both
arts and energy research and several
other programs, but I intend to vote
for it.

Mr. Chairman, I want to congratu-
late the gentleman from New Mexico
(Mr. SKEEN) and his staff for handling
this bill in the way in which every ap-
propriation bill ought to be handled.
Information was made fully available
to the minority, and strong efforts
were made to work out virtually all
differences on the bill. In contrast to
nominal bipartisanship, this was a
truly bipartisan approach. I think it
needs to be recognized in this House
when that happens because it does not
happen nearly enough, as evidenced by
the many bills which come to the floor
in a state of high controversy.

Let me also congratulate the com-
mittee for adhering to an agreement
made last year when the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. REGULA) was chairman.

As Members will recall, a number of
groups wanted us to pass a new entitle-
ment for land acquisition called CARA.
I strongly favor added funding for land
acquisition, but I could see no reason
why we should create an additional en-
titlement which made land acquisition
a higher priority than education or
health care, for instance. Those are my
top priorities.

So the gentleman from Washington
(Mr. Dicks) and I worked out with the
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gentleman from Ohio (Mr. REGULA) and
with the other body on a new agree-
ment under which we essentially dou-
bled conservation funding for a 6-year
period, raising what would have been a
spending level of about $6 billion over
that period to about $12 billion as part
of that agreement. We agreed that
there would be a $120 million annual
ratcheting up of the total amount in
the portion of the bill under the juris-
diction of this subcommittee.

That was our way of demonstrating
that we could make land acquisition a
very high priority, make these con-
servation items a very high priority
without abusing the budget process by
creating another entitlement.

Mr. Chairman, I think the committee
was extremely wise in rejecting the
White House’s efforts to change that
agreement. We have found the middle
ground. We have found common ground
on this issue; and if we stick together,
we can accomplish a good and noble
public purpose without abusing the
processes of this Congress. I would
hope that as this bill moves through
the process, it retains the spirit of this
agreement.

I appreciate very much the fact that
the committee rejected some of the
funding reductions that the White
House proposed in parts of these pro-
grams and returned to the agreement
that was reached last year because
that can be sustained, in my view, over
a long period of time.

I would also like to enter into a col-
loquy with the gentleman from New
Mexico (Mr. SKEEN), if I could.

As the gentleman knows, there was
confusion regarding the Arctic Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge when this mat-
ter came up in committee last week,
and I believe that confusion has been
cleared up.

As I understand it, both the majority
and the minority agree that this bill
provides no funding to facilitate seis-
mic studies or other predevelopment
activities within the Arctic National
Wildlife Refuge and that there is no au-
thority in law for those purposes.

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. OBEY. I yield to the gentleman
from New Mexico.

Mr. SKEEN. That is correct.

Mr. OBEY. I thank the gentleman.
That is my understanding also.

As the gentleman knows, concern has
also been expressed regarding language
on page 2 of the bill which authorizes
$2.250 million for the assessment of the
mineral potential of public lands in
Alaska pursuant to section 1010 of Pub-
lic Law 96-487, the Alaska National In-
terest Lands Conservation Act. Is it
the gentleman’s understanding that
section 1010 provides no authority to
undertake the activities in the Arctic
Refuge that we all agree are not in-
tended to be funded by this bill?

Mr. SKEEN. That is correct.
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Mr. OBEY. That is my interpretation
as well, but the language of section
1010 and its cross-reference to section
1001 are sufficiently convoluted, that it
has been helpful to make this clarifica-
tion at this time. I appreciate the gen-
tleman making the clarification. I
think it makes quite clear that there is
no such authority, and I appreciate the
gentleman’s comments.

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. NETHERCUTT).

Mr. NETHERCUTT. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentleman for yielding me
this time.

Mr. Chairman, I want to stand in sup-
port of this bill. It is a balanced bill. A
bill which has been worked through
with the chairman and the gentleman
from New Mexico (Mr. SKEEN), who has
done a marvelous job, and my dear
friend, the gentleman from Washington
(Mr. DICKS) on the minority side, to try
to reach a balanced and commonsense
approach to the management of our
public lands. This bill speaks to the
needs of our national treasures in the
public lands area and certainly speaks
to the needs of Indian peoples. It has
an Indian health care measure in it,
and Indian education assistance.

It funds appropriately institutions
like the Smithsonian and our museums
and arts and humanities and other in-
terests in our country.

By and large it is a very good bill,
spending adequate amounts of money
for adequate resources within the var-
ious agencies that are funded by this
appropriations measure.

Mr. Chairman, I thank the staff
which has worked very hard on both
sides of the aisle to present a balanced
bill. This bill went through our sub-
committee in record time because it
was balanced and bipartisan. It went
through the full committee in adequate
and fair time because it was balanced
and bipartisan.

There will be amendments today that
will be presented, as is our process, but
I would urge Members to reject many
of those amendments because they
would upset the delicate balance that
is in this bill.

Mr. Chairman, I thank my friends,
the gentleman from New Mexico (Mr.
SKEEN) and the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. DICKS), who worked so hard
to make this a balanced and sensible
bill. I urge that the leadership’s exam-
ple be followed and that my colleagues
in the House will support this measure,
pass it through the House, and move it
on through the legislative process so it
can be enacted and it can meet the nat-
ural resources needs of our country.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chairman, | ap-
preciate the Interior Appropriations Committee
bringing their bill for fiscal year 2002 appro-
priations to the floor for consideration today.
H.R. 2217 has programs which address many
of the health, education, lands, law enforce-
ment, conservation and roads needs of Amer-
ican Indians and Alaska Natives.
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| appreciate the Interior Appropriations Com-
mittee’s increase of the Indian Health Service
(IHS) budget of $3,000,000 over the budget
request and $124,351,000 above the fiscal
year 2001 level. This increase is justified and
will provide much needed additional program
services to American Indians and Alaska Na-
tives.

However, | am concerned with language
that is in both the House bill and Committee
Report regarding Contract Support Costs
(CSC) for Indian Health Service (IHS) pro-
grams. While | appreciate the Interior Appro-
priations Committee’s increases in the last few
years for CSC shortfalls, the current bill con-
tains some provisions harmful to the tribal
health delivery system. The bill would limit
IHS’ authority to enter into new and expanded
contracts which is directly contrary to the fed-
eral policy of Indian self-determination. It
would also limit payment of the direct costs
portion of CSC; further, the Committee Report
appears to advocate for their eventual elimi-
nation.

In 1999, the House Committee on Re-
sources held several hearings to address the
shortfalls of CSC and received several rec-
ommendations from the General Accounting
Office (GAO) to correct and meet the true
need of CSC. One of GAO’s recommenda-
tions stated that the IHS and the BIA should
remain consistent with their payment of CSC
for tribally contracted and compacted run pro-
grams. | agreed with the GAO recommenda-
tion that both programs should be consistent
with their CSC payments. However, while the
IHS pays both indirect and direct contract sup-
port costs, the BIA does not pay for any direct
costs, a policy it (the BIA) now, according to
its February 24, 1999, testimony before the
House Committee on Resources, has under
review. Given the fact that the Indian Self-De-
termination and Education Assistance Act
(ISDEA) and its regulations provide that CSC
include direct costs, it is appropriate that the
BIA review its policy. In fact, the GAO report
(Indian Self-Determination Act: Shortfalls on
Indian Contract Support Costs Needs To Be
Addressed (GAO/RCED-99-150, June 30,
1999) criticized the BIA for not paying direct
costs as part of CSC.

The FY 2002 Interior Appropriations bill
states: “no existing self-determination contract,
grant, self-governance compact or annual
funding agreement shall receive direct contract
support costs in excess of the amount re-
ceived in fiscal year 2001 for such
costs. . . .” This language would unfairly pro-
hibit tribes from negotiating an increase in
their direct costs.

The Committee Report language appears to
question the propriety of paying direct CSC,
indicating that capping direct CSC at the FY
2001 level would be the beginning of a proc-
ess to eliminate direct CSC payments. Fur-
ther, the report instructs IHS to seek Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) approval on
the payment of direct CSC for any new and
expanded contracts in FY 2002. This violates
the ISDEA by capping the portion of the direct
costs portion of CSC payments. The Com-
mittee Report goes even further, suggesting
that IHS should not pay the direct costs por-
tion of CSC, an amount which is close to 20%
of CSC and requiring OMB approval of direct
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costs for new and expanded contracts. The
ISDEA clearly includes direct costs as a part
of CSC payments. Elimination of the direct
costs portion of CSC payments would be dev-
astating to tribal health care providers. We
need to address this important Interior Appro-
priations issue in the Senate and in con-
ference. Tribal health care providers should
not be penalized because the IHS and BIA
have inconsistent CSC payment systems. |
look forward to working with my colleagues to
find a reasonable and just resolution to the
CSC issue for our American Indian and Alaska
Native constituency.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chairman, | rise
in support of H.R. 2217, the Interior Appropria-
tions bill for fiscal year 2002. In this bill, we
make clear our historic commitment to pro-
tecting and maintaining our nation’s parks and
wildlife refuges, and to preserving more open
space.

Let me start by offering my thanks to Chair-
man SKEEN, ranking member DICKS and the
Interior Subcommittee staff, specifically Debbie
Weatherly and Chris Topik, for their hard work
in putting this important piece of legislation to-
gether and working to satisfy so many de-
mands!

Overall, this bill provides $1.32 billion for the
Title VIII Conservation Trust Fund that was es-
tablished in last year's Interior Appropriations
bill. As some may remember, last years
agreement created a separate budget cat-
egory to support these efforts. This funding
will help our states and the Federal govern-
ment to protect and preserve our nation’s for-
ests, fields and wetlands—green spaces that,
especially those of us from the Northeast
know only too well, are disappearing much too
quickly.

| want to particularly congratulate President
Bush for fully funding the Land and Water
Conservation Fund at $900 million in his Fis-
cal Year 2002 Budget Request, a critical com-
ponent of the conservation trust fund.

This bill maintains and improves our stew-
ardship of America’s greatest natural re-
sources, our national parks and wildlife ref-
uges. Each year, 285 million of our constitu-
ents will visit and enjoy our national parks and
experience the beauty of over 83 million acres
of preserved open lands. And it just two years,
we will celebrate the centennial of our wildlife
refuges—535 national treasures that exist in
communities across the country.

Mr. Chairman, in my home state of New
Jersey, the most densely populated state in
the nation, the preservation of open space is
a top priority. That is why | am especially
grateful for the support of my colleagues for a
number of key New Jersey priorities.

At my request, H.R. 2217 contains contin-
ued funding for the preservation of New Jer-
sey’s Highlands, one of our state’s most
threatened, and most important watersheds.
This bill provides critical funding for land pur-
chases within the Highlands; in fact, it is the
most significant Federal commitments ever to
preserving this area.

Equally as important, the bill directs the De-
partment of Interior and Agriculture to work in
partnership with state and local resources, al-
ready in place, to protect the Highlands. The
Federal government should be a major partner
in this preservation effort, as we were when
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Congress successfully preserved Sterling For-
est in the same region.

This bill also builds on our past successes
in Congress to expand New Jersey’s national
parks and wildlife refuges.

In my own Congressional District, there is
funding to further expand our nation’s oldest
historic park, the Morristown National Histor-
ical Park, and to protect a huge collection of
artifacts and Revolutionary War material re-
lated to George Washington. There is also
money to allow for additional land purchases
at the Great Swamp National Wildlife Refuge.
Our delegation also appreciates your support
fo the Cape May, E.B. Forsythe and Walkill
National Wildlife Refuges and the Delaware
Water Gap National Recreation Park.

Finally, it is important to note that we meet
these national priorities, and do so within the
confines of our budget agreement.

Mr. Chairman, let there be no doubt about
it: with passage of this bill, this House is fully
committed to maintaining and improving our
nation’s treasured national parks and wildlife
refuges.

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Chairman, | rise in support
of some key amendments to the Interior Ap-
propriations bill.

| am pleased to join my colleague, Rep-
resentative DEFAZIO, in our continued efforts
to stop the extension of the misguided Rec-
reational Fee Demonstration Program. Last
year, | was successful in limiting an extension
to only one year. But the bill before us irre-
sponsibly extends the RFDP for four years.
And it does it by circumventing the normal
process for extending Federal programs and
just tacks the extension on to a “must-pass”
spending bill. This is irrresponsible and a dis-
service to those of us who would like to find
alternative and more appropriate ways to sup-
port our National Forests.

In my district the RFDP is known as the Ad-
venture Pass and it requires my constituents
to pay just to visit the Los Padres National
Forest. This is a form of double taxation. We
already pay taxes to maintain our National
Parks, Forests and other publicly owned
lands. We should not have to pay again just
to see a sunset or have a picnic in our own
backyard.

| agree that our parks and forests have a
backlog of maintenance and need more fund-
ing to address these needs. That's why | have
introduced legislation that would end the sub-
sidies to timber companies that reduce funding
for our National Forests. My bill would end the
Adventure Pass but ensure that Forest Serv-
ice have enough funding to preserve and pro-
tect these precious lands.

| am also pleased to join my colleague,
Representative RAHALL, on an amendment to
ban new oil and gas drilling in National Monu-
ments.

My district is home to the new Carrizo Plain
National Monument, located almost entirely in
San Luis Obispo County. The Carrizo Plain
contains one of the last remnants of the Cali-
fornia Central Valley’s wildflowers and is home
to a host of wildlife, including the endangered
San Joaquin Kit Fox and the California Con-
dor. Carrizo contains significant Native Amer-
ican cultural sites, such as the Chumash
“Painted Rock,” and geological phenomena,
including the most visible portion of the San
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Andreas Fault. In addition, Carrizo is the loca-
tion of an important study on livestock grazing
and how it might be used as an effective tool
to benefit wildlife and sensitive species de-
pendent on indigenous habitats.

The protections afforded to this precious
area by the Monument designation—including
no new mineral leasing within the Monu-
ment—have been met with widespread sup-
port in San Luis Obispo County. My constitu-
ents support protection of their environment
and cultural heritage, and understand it is a
vital component of the local economy, of
which tourism is a major element. And new oil
and gas drilling does not play into that picture.

Mr. Chairman, | have received letters sup-
porting the new designation and its restriction
on new oil and gas leasing from a broad
swath of the community, including the 1200
member San Luis Obispo Chamber of Com-
merce, local environmental groups and ranch-
ers, and the Chumash Council. | have advised
both Resources Committee Chairman HANSEN
and Interior Secretary Norton of these senti-
ments and urged that they support my com-
munity’s wishes to protect its environment and
economy by allowing no new drilling in Carrizo
Plain.

The Tribune, San Luis Obispo County’s
major newspapers, correctly calls Carrizo “a
real treasure” and notes approvingly that be-
cause of the Monument designation “it will
stay as it is forever.” Our amendment would
ensure that this prediction comes true.

| urge my colleagues to support both of
these common sense measures.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Ch